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TIE PRESIDENT'S CUBA POLICY 


The coarse Get by the ^Presid ent in rep-ard bo Cuba. .is widely endorsed , 
and assuraiices of general support have come from many sources 

A common view is expressed by the assertion of Hearst* s Ilex; York 
Journal-American that "President Kennedy moved along the only 
honorable course left open " The Boston Herald says "ue uould 


not wish him to have done anything less 
American people i/ant nothing less,>" 


and ue believe that the 


A Gal lap Poll survey of initial public reaction to the President's 
speech indicated that more than eight out cf ben Americans who had 
heard about the "blockade dec isiori 1 approved of it., 

Part icul ar poi nts of the. President* s_. c ourse > or of his speech, are 
r'-omnenrled. _bv some Q The Baltimore Sun holds that the. Presidents 
"patience in waiting until he had incontrovertible evidence that 
the Soviet Union was aggressively establishing in Cuba a major 
base of offensive political power has greatly strengthened our 
por, i.tion.. ;: 

Trio i'ien York Herald Tribune says that his speech., "while properly 
blunt and direct i by no means excludes the paths of negotiation 
and discussion.-." The Uashington Post says that it was good that 
he "directly addressed himself to the Cuban people©" 

..dec i.5.\on_on_ Cub a ha s at, last m?idc Khrushchev understand U S 


rletarpuration re Berlin and other points or conflict, sccqq stettessieogo 

Jos^ Alsop, Jas, Reston) > Agreeing, l r nu S„ Uhite adds that, as 
a necessary reassurance to the nation, Kennedy should dismiss those 
who earlier pressed "the refusal of adequate military support to 
the patriots- invasion in April 1961o !i 

S°JI$YC.r , some criticis m of t he. President ! s^ti rp^np: con e s from a number 
of .75 purees Le^go "Chicago Tribune /"Detroit Free Press, N Y Post, 
Uail Sto Journal* David Lawrence, Max Lerner, Republican Senators 
Goldwater (Ariz c ) and Keating (IIoY*)]* 

Host of this group raise a question as to why the move was not 
made sooner The Wall Street Journal, while stressing the im- 
portance of supporting the President, says 2 "For months now ooa 
thought fui and informed people have been talking of exactly the 
danger' which the President described so vividly J 5 It adds: "The 
President is not untouched by the fact that his action comes on 
one eve of an electioiio" 
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Differti n;T fronthc o thers, « the feu 7orl: Post asks; ''Uhy did tic 
not first proscnt the issue to both' the 0.,A ,5,, and Uae"UoiIo" 
; Security: ; Council?? f ; ; 

■j 4 A certain amount of political criticism is _ alsc _ Indicated o One 

; Bepublica^ spokesman is reported by Cabell Phillips as sayinG'tliat;; 


ir. 


the Cuban 1 ] issue is "dead; for' the duration., '•' but Phillips adds that? :"|.- 
r there! is. an element of skepticism in many of the coracntSoocUhich : j ■•> 
implies a • '-, so far so f;ood " attitude" { in ;! .- Y ., T lr.es ) -, Corner ' • ! .' : : i • « 
President Eisenhcuer is reported as saying "we are Cmo to aste ; •' :; 
a-ad to learn' -lioii tie ai'rived at our present state, even, in foreicn ; ••■!• 
afj'airso"::- - ; ; -":'j ■•'■'• ':;: : '.-. ' "ill-'- ''•''.- 


he _se riog*sness of the crisis Is H ide. ty recount zrcU Flany aerec: with" ; ;^1; : 




n.ucl ea r \iar : over Cuba » •. ■■ -• "The Soviet Union has no vital interests i 
in Cuba s " the Uashington Fbst saySo Mt cannot afford to jeopardize!: 
its ovm survival. for ; jthe sake of maintaining an anti-American irri- ; 
t&rtfc ^•COO.s»iies;-f.rpm:'iits,noaelflnd ? - n To tiiu'lleu Yorl: Times it is 

egainsn ; - i- 

and also ; :-*;j ; ; 

-y ' 

A .fetj^ peciflc,.vs u^estib csLar€.g G<:'Ie. ^ov strengthen! nr; the JJ C S, P | : _T>o3iti6n lr 

The Philadelphia inquirer surjse*sts that""" 'the A&iaini s {.-ration. nhould j S l^ : - 

e^iiphasize.- again' and ■ "again* t <> the fundamental difference between - : - - : !;:]^' 

: establishjnent; of. U ; .So: missile bases around the Soviet Union and the-ji; 

establishment of Soviet missile bo.zos i:a Cuba.," - • ^ I ^V'c? 

■•■■-■••' : : .■■•'' ■■• ■ f-ir i .;' " "•' 

°Tne positive thrust -"■ says the '.iushin&ton Post 5 ^rnust be to en-: \.' ' 
courage the Cubans themselves to restore their country to dignity r 
freedom "and genuine independence o n 

;the support coming from other coun tyj.e.-; is welcomed,, -'CAS support 
of the blockade affords a secure ie.^riT bast for this hem spheric 
policy j r the Washington Post comcents* Gcripps«JIoward ? s Uashirr:;ton : . 
Ileus concludes that OAS' "unanimity could not have come at a more ' ,- r - 
timely moment" (someuhat similarly* Hash.-* Star) ; The Philadelphia 
Inquirer sees "a heartening measure of as r.";;. ranee in the generally 
f vr/rab'is reaction of the Free : ..'or"!n to the neves ordered by 
P r« ;■: \ dent K enneci y -. " 
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